
2004/G334

G334-
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G511

G511-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain information on public safety.

Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety requirements for
pipelines. Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity of the proposed
pipeline routes to residences and schools.



2004/G511

G511-2
Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

G511-3
Section 1.3 contains information on this topic.



2004/G066

G066-1
Section 4.2 discusses this topic.

G066-2
Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

G066-3
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G472

G472-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

G472-2
The notices for the public meetings and the information provided at
the public meetings indicated that commenters would speak in the
order that their requests were received, after elected officials and
representatives of government agencies were heard. We regret that
you were unable to stay at the meeting to provide oral testimony;
however, your submitted written comment carries the same weight
as any oral comments provided at public hearings.



2004/G473

G473-1
The notices for the public meetings and the information provided at
the public meetings indicated that commenters would speak in the
order that their requests were received, after elected officials and
representatives of government agencies were heard. We regret that
you were unable to stay at the meeting to provide oral testimony;
however, your submitted written comment carries the same weight
as any oral comments provided at public hearings.

G473-2
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G474

G474-1
Thank you for the information.

G474-2
A Revised Draft EIR was recirculated in March 2006 under the
CEQA for an additional public review period of 60 days. Sections
1.4 and 1.5.3.2 contain additional information on this topic. The
distribution list for the document is provided in Appendix A.

G474-3
"Construction, Lighting" and "Operation, Lighting" under Impact
BioMar-3 in Section 4.7.4 discuss the impacts of lighting on marine
biological resources. Sections 4.8.1.1, 4.8.5.2 and 4.8.5.4 discuss
lighting impacts on terrestrial biological resources.

Section 4.4 contains information on the visual aspects of the
Project, potential impacts, and measures to address such impacts.
"...[t]he FSRU would appear similar in shape to commercial vessels
that are frequently seen in the Project area..." Table 4.3-1 contains
information on the numbers and representative sizes of vessels that
are commonly found in the proposed Project area. See Impact
AES-1 in Section 4.4.4. Appendix F describes how visibility from
various distances was evaluated and provides additional
simulations prepared for viewpoints at elevated sites along the
Malibu coastline and inland areas.



2004/G474

G474-4
Impact AES-1 in Section 4.4.4 addresses ocean views from higher
elevations on shore and from the Channel Islands, Impact AES-2
addresses nighttime views from shore, and Impact AES-3
addresses views for recreational boaters offshore.

G474-5
Section 2.2.2.2 discusses lighting onboard the FSRU, and Section
4.4.1.1 addresses visual aspects of lighting at the deepwater port.
Section 4.4.1.4 discusses aesthetic aspects at the Ormond Beach
Generating Station, and Section 4.20.3.4 discusses cumulative
aesthetic impacts, including offshore lighting. The proposed Project
has been modified since issuance of the October 2004 Draft
EIS/EIR, and the main odorant station has been relocated to the
FSRU with a smaller backup odorant facility onshore.

G474-6
Section 4.4 has been updated since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. Appendix F discusses the methodology for the visual
analysis and the selection of elevations and locations for visual
simulation modeling. Section 4.4.3 presents aesthetic impacts:
Impact AES-1 addresses ocean views from higher elevations on
shore and from the Channel Islands; Impact AES-2 addresses
nighttime views from shore; and Impact AES-3 addresses views for
recreational boaters offshore.

A viewer standing on the road above the beach (about 47 feet
above sea level) versus standing on top of Mugu Peak (1,271 feet
above sea level) represents a change in viewing angle from
approximately 0.03° at the beach to 0.64° on top of Mugu Peak.
From a distance of 12 to 18 NM, the angle of elevation would make
a negligible difference that would not be discernible to the naked
eye. From both viewpoints, the FSRU would appear as a small,
featureless shape at the horizon, and often would not be visible due
to typical atmospheric conditions near the horizon.

G474-7
Section 4.4.1.1 discusses visual aspects of LNG carriers. Supply
vessels would be similar to other vessels that are common features
of the existing marine viewshed, i.e., the environmental setting.

G474-8
See the response to Comment G474-5. As discussed in Section
2.4.1.3, the small backup odorant injection system would be located
at the Reliant Energy Ormond Beach Generating Station. Section
4.4.1.4 contains additional information on this topic.



G474-9
Section 4.4.1.4 discusses visual aspects of the Ormond Beach
Metering Station. "Construction, Lighting" and "Operation, Lighting"
under Impact BioMar-3 in Section 4.7.4 discuss the impacts of
lighting on marine biological resources. Sections 4.8.1.1, 4.8.5.2
and 4.8.5.4 discuss lighting impacts on terrestrial biological
resources.

2004/G474



2004/G474

G474-10
Impact BioMar-3 in Section 4.7.4 addresses this topic. To minimize
disturbance of marine biota behavior or sensitive habitats due to
lighting, the Applicant has incorporated a lighting control plan (AM
BioMar-3a) into the proposed Project.

G474-11
Section 4.7.1.5 provides an updated discussion of this subject.

G474-12
Impact BioMar-9 and AM BioMar-9b, Marine Mammal Monitoring, in
Section 4.7.4 have been updated.

G474-13
The lead Federal and State agencies share the responsibility to
ensure that mitigation measures are implemented. Table 6.1-1 in
Chapter 6 is the basis for the Mitigation Monitoring Program, which
would be implemented, consistent with section 15097(a) of the
State CEQA Guidelines, to ensure that each mitigation measure is
incorporated into Project design, construction, operation, and
maintenance activities.



2004/G474

G474-14
Impact BioMar-3 in Section 4.7.4 contains information on Project
lighting impacts on marine life.

G474-15
Section 4.7.4 lists mitigation measures for impacts on marine
biological resources. Table 6.1-1 in Chapter 6 is the basis for the
Mitigation Monitoring Program, which would be implemented to
ensure that each mitigation measure is incorporated into Project
design, construction, operation, and maintenance activities.

G474-16
The area evaluated is consistent with protocols of the USFWS and
CDFG, the public agencies with regulatory authority.

G474-17
Section 4.8 incorporates new biological data that were collected
after publication of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. Section 4.8.1.1
discusses sensitive species in the coastal zone.



2004/G474

G474-18
Section 4.8.4 describes mitigation measures to avoid, minimize, or
reduce impacts on Ormond Beach. As discussed in Section
4.13.2.2, the Applicant would be required to obtain a consistency
certification from the California Coastal Commission for the
proposed Project.

G474-19
Figures in Section 4.8 have been updated.

G474-20
As discussed in Section 4.8.1.1 and Table 4.8-10, the Project must
be consistent with the California Coastal Act. Wetlands within the
right-of-way along the coastline were delineated within the context
of the California Coastal Commission and California Department of
Fish and Game wetland definitions.

G474-21
Project impacts on coastal ecosystems would be limited to the
pipeline corridor during construction and operation (see Section
2.1). The shore crossing required for the proposed Project would be
installed beneath Ormond Beach. With the proposed mitigation, the
potential impacts of construction, operation, or an accident on
terrestrial biological resources would be reduced to a level that is
below the significance criteria.

G474-22
See the responses to Comments G474-20 and -21.

G474-23
The Final EIS/EIR states that 41 bird species were found during
surveys by the referenced entity. This does not mean that avian
diversity in the area is limited to that number.

G474-24
Impact TerrBio-2 discusses this topic. In accordance with NEPA
and the CEQA, and with DHS and USCG implementing regulations,
this document considers the direct and indirect effects of the
proposed Project and its alternatives.

G474-25
The sentence in Section 4.8.1.1, referred to in the comment, has
been clarified.

G474-26
Text and associated tables regarding wetlands in Section 4.8.1.1,
4.8.1.2, 4.8.1.3 and 4.8.5 have been revised to reflect new



information submitted by the Applicant. One wetland on the
proposed route and three wetlands on alternative routes would fall
under state jurisdiction, and were delineated using state wetland
protocols. These wetlands would be crossed using the slick bore
method or HDB, thus avoiding impacts to biota and hydrology.

2004/G474



2004/G474

G474-27
AM TerrBio-2c in Section 4.8.4, which discusses the Employee
Environmental Awareness Program (EEAP), has been revised, and
addresses the concerns raised in the comment.

G474-28
Section 4.8.4 has been revised and contains additional information
on this topic.

G474-29
The lead Federal and State agencies share the responsibility to
ensure that mitigation measures are implemented. Table 6.1-1 in
Chapter 6 is the basis for the Mitigation Monitoring Program, which
would be implemented, consistent with section 15097(a) of the
State CEQA Guidelines, to ensure that each mitigation measure is
incorporated into Project design, construction, operation, and
maintenance activities.

G474-30
Section 4.8 contains updated information regarding western snowy
plover and California least tern, reflecting the most current status of
ongoing agency consultation required under the Endangered
Species Act.

G474-31
Section 4.8 has been updated to reflect the most recent status of
ongoing consultations with USFWS and NOAA regarding
threatened and endangered species required under the
Endangered Species Act.



2004/G474

G474-32
Potential impacts on wetlands, sensitive species and biologically
significant habitats are discussed in Section 4.8.4.

G474-33
Section 4.8 has been updated to include a discussion of
compliance with applicable local ordinances, and potential impacts
on the Ormond Beach wetland restoration project and other habitat
conservation plans. Potential impacts on restoration projects and
other habitat conservation plans are also discussed in Section 4.20.

G474-34
This topic is discussed in Section 4.8.3.

G474-35
The FSRU would be located outside of the current boundary of the
Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary (CINMS) and vessels
associated with Cabrillo Port operations would not be expected to
enter the CINMS. Sections 4.7.1.4, 4.13.2.2, and 4.20.1.5 discuss
the potential expansion of the CINMS boundary, which is not
proposed at this time. Sections 4.7.4, 4.15.4, 4.16.4, and 4.18.4
describe potential impacts on the marine environment and
proposed mitigation measures to reduce those potential impacts.



2004/G474

G474-36
Section 4.13.1 discusses existing and future use plans at Ormond
Beach and elsewhere in the Project area. Section 4.13.2 discusses
consistency the Oxnard and Ventura County Local Coastal
Programs and other land use regulations. Section 4.13.3 states that
the Project would not conflict with existing land uses, local or
regional zoning regulations, or plan policies.

G474-36.1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

G474-37
The text in Section 5.5 has been revised since issuance of the
October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The California Energy Commission
projects an increased demand for natural gas due to existing
customer demand and projected regional development.
Accordingly, the Project, along with other energy projects, would
not induce the projected growth in demand for natural gas.

In addition, the proposed Project does not propose facilities to
provide "local hookups," but would connect to the existing
SoCalGas transportation infra-structure to the Los Angeles area.

G474-38
See response to Comments G474-37.

G474-39
See respohnse to Comment G474-37.

G474-40
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional



45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

2004/G474



2004/G054

G054-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G068

G068-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G278

G278-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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